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— yet, for your comfort, reflect, 

ve miſcarried, your friends will —R— what the 
- ot Phaeton >-- Magnis tamen excidit auſes :---< 
1 in attemping great things. 


formerly 

have been guilty, of theſe three crimes, Nouconformity, 

Hereſy, T 7 Wh EN 

I. And frft you our — 9 no t to 
ſpiritual juriſdiction, becauſe their predeceſſors 

prived for Nonconformity by 


I thority ' convey 

deprived biſhops, and eſpecially tv perſons who eſt in 
the ſame crime. And as you are conſcious that the force 
ot this upon this queſtion, Whether 
eccleftaſtical may be lawfully deprived of their 
ſpiritual juriſdictiun by the ſtate ? therefore, in ſup- 
port of that poſition, you have introduced the ſtory of 
Abiathar, who in the days of Solomon was baniſhed 
for high treaſon, and 4 thruſt out from being 
prieſt unto the Lord: Which you ſay, is the only cafe 
applicable to the bithops of the church of Scotland, 
that cĩther ſacred or profane hiſtory furniſhes. Now, 
Sir, as one ſwallow does not make a ſummer, nor one 
precedent eſtabliſn any point of law, I might juſtly 
object to your ſingle caſe of Abiarhar, though never ſo 
exact and fairly repreſcated, as uicrly unable for ſap- 


port ing 


Abiathar, Solomon had more 

| five powers over the prieſts of the law, than kings can 
now pretend to over the miniſters of the goſpel. For 

he had a divine warrant for ordering the courſes of the 


| groves 
the Canaanites ; or argue that theft is now lawful, be- 
Egyptians; as defend lay- 
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baniſhment, a puniſhment | 
Solomon might juſtly inflit upon Abiathar, 
rightful ſovereign, for the fame or a leſs crime, 
a-days inflit upon any biſhop or prieſt wich- 
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are in an 
danger, as the caſe of Abiathar can never be 2 
dent for lay-deprivations, but quite the contrary. 
Mean time, however that may be, are the 


ity of 
the firſt 
And to ſhew you that I have 
whar I fay, and cauſe to wonder at 2 
well as the novelty of your aſſertions, 1 


er from a 


_ 
that 


« was os well don as if it had been done 
in lis predeceſſor, Dr 
« fame Wag, 


« by Dr Millar bibep of Edinhwgh” Subſcribed, 


William Willie. 
In this letter. you have not only the opinion of your 
brother Mr Willie, bu: of two ſucceſſive b:/baps of 
London, both men of conſiderable note, with reſpect to 
our biſhops miſſios : Aud you ſee them bearing full and 
ample teſtimony, bath as to their power of 
tion and ordination, though diſcountenanced then as 
much as now, dy the civil powers, and though their 
predeceſſors were deprived at the Revolution for non- 

B conformity. 


( w ) 
conformity. Nay, I know, that afier the fuer ati | 
of parliament, ann 1748, which you ſeem to exult in, 
as an almoſt miraculous i tion of divine provi- 
dence againſt the wicked nonjurors, none of the 
renegadoes from our communion could obtain ordi- 
nation in England, till they infamouſly denied that 
they were in orders in Scotland : So ſenſible 
were the Engliſh biſhops, at that time, of the lawful- 
neſs of cur authority, and of the unlawfulneſs cf re- 
ordaining thoſe whom our biſhops had admitted into 
bile abies. 1 may add father, that if I am not 
greatly miſin formed, there is not one biſhop in Eng- 
land, who has yet ventured to inſtiture any clergyman 
of your communion, to a charge in Scotland. Which, 

if true, is ſurely for no other reaſon, but becauſe they 
are ſtill conſcious that there are lawful biſhops in Scot- 
land ; and conſequently know, that, while that is the 
caſe, they have no right to interfere. If this is not fact, 
pray your own letters of collation to your Bre- 
chin congregation in your ecclefiaſtical hiſtory, that we 

| may know upon what footing you ſtand ; and that your 
may be ſatisfied that you are not an indepen- 

dent, ſubject to no head, and accountable to no gover- 
nor, as you are ſuppoſed to be; but that you are ſet- 
tled by ſome one biſhop or other, and anſwerable to 
his juriſdiction. In England, you know, that after a 
is ordained, and the patron has preſented 
him to the living, he muſt ſtill have — from 
the biſhop, before he can lawfully officiate; becauſe it 
is the epiſcopel authority which makes him paſtor of 
the flock, or in facred ſtile, makes him overfeer, Acts 
xx. 28, Nor is this form of procedure peculiar to the 
church of England; it does and muſt prevail over the 
whole world, where-ever an epiſcopal! church is regu- 
larly conſtituted, either without, or under the pro- 
teftion of the ſtate. And therefore you maſt be ſen- 
ſible, that the election of the people cf Brechin can 


give 


En 


give you no paſtoral relation to them, without the au- 
thority of the biſhop of the dioceſe, if he is a lawful 
biſhop, that is, 1 or wich- 
out inftirution from ſome biſhop, if the 
dioceſian is heretical. This Tay you muſt be ſenſible 
of, not only becauſe it is the received principle of all 
epiſcopal churches, but becauſe I perceive you have 
read, and ſeem to approve of Archbiſhop Wake's 
tranſlation of St. Ignacius's epiſtles, wherein, I am cer- 
tain, you behoved to find it. 

But, leaving this to your ious ** after - 
wards, I go on to conſider the remaining part of your 
firſt bieden againſt the of the church of 
Scotland,---which is, That — have failed in their 
« duty to the civil magiſtrate, and therefore have, ip/o 
« fatto, forfeired their title to the character of catho- 
« lic biſhops, and with their characters all ſpiritual ju- 
« riſdiction, p. 159.” And you will not agree that 
the parallel be drawn between them and che biſhops of 
the primitive church, becauſe you fay, © That was not 
« the caſe with theſe laſt? That is, the primitive 
biſhops did not fail in their duty to the civil magiſtrate, 
— they were perſecuted, as you obſerve, by 
thoſe very magiſtrates, for worſhipping the true 
God, and Mediator between God and man, in oppo- 
„ ſiion to the ſictitious gods of deluded idolaters.” 
This is the ſubſtance of your reaſoning, p. 1 58. 159. 
160. 161. Now, Sir, if it be true, that 
biſhops did not © oppoſe 
empire, eſtabliſhing the civil authority of t 
« emperors,” 2s you acknowiedge; and 
tiouing in obedience to thoſe Roman, and 
Heathen emperors, was the very cauſe why ** 
« not forfeit their title to the character of cat 
* ſhops, and with their character all ſpicirual 
en; as you have again and again 1 
pa. e. juſt qu ned, ard 3 p. 146. 1 
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legiſlature, according to the ordinance of 

the voice of the legiſlature, according to the 
conſtitution 7” as you confeſs, p. 122. I fay, ſince 
King James VII. was true and rightful king of England 
before the Revolution, by your own acknowledgment, 
I beg leave to. know, whether, upon the principles 
laid down by you, beth che gh and Scottiſh biſhops 
ought not to have continued faithful to him, even al- 
though he had perſecuted them for worſhipping the 
truce God, and the Mediator between God and man, 
(which yet I never heard him accuſed of doing, bigot- 
ted Papiſt as he was)? For you fay, the primitive bi- 
ſhops were perſecuted on that account by the Roman 
emperors, and that, notwithſtanding thereof, they fail- 
ed not in their duty to them. And you not only 
commend thoſe biſhops for perſevering in their duty 
to the civil magiſtrate, but you tell us, that it was that 
perſeverance which their title to the cha- 
of catholic biſhops, and with their character their 
3122 as already obſerved. 


& the character of a legal . 
« terror to evil works, he was a terror to good works; 
« he was a terror to all who were deſirous to avoid 
« the i and ſuperſtition of the court of Rome, 
2 p. 122. Be it ſo: but was he a greater terror to 
NN 8 
the primitive bi worſhipping the true 
e Or, is 
the idolatry and ſuperſtition of the court of Rome more 
dangerous to the fouls of men, than the idolatry and 
ſaperſtition of Heatheniſm? If not, then it follows 
from your principles, that ſuch of the biſhops at the 


Revolution as continued faithful to King James, retain- 


1 
charafters their ſpiritual juriſdiction. And by 
of contraries it follows, that fuch of them as 
perſevere in duty to him, ferfeited their title 
character of catholic biſhops, and with their c 
all right to ſpiritual juriſcdictian. And if this 
ght us to believe, there is 
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from their pariſh-churches, it was i 
e mand and that 
made againſt it rather from the | 
miſtakes of the miniſters, than any worthy — 

If after this it be enquired, how theſe akerations 
t about? The private hiſtory of the mat- 
ar Catrin by his leters, and Bucer and Nag. 
Presbyterians then then in Eng. 
nr made 2 p 
the uſages, — * 
throw them out, that ſhe 
other reformed churches. 
there were hopes given «hang 
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that tbeir, and conſequeatly cur 
The perſons whoſe conſecrations 
gular are Biſhop Keith and Biſhop \ 
jection againſt the firſt is, that he was promot 
op Millar as principal canſecrator, when under fu 
penſion by the colleye-biſhops for concurring in 
Rattray's and Mr Dunbar's conſecrations: and to 
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ſuſpenſion | 

lauful ſentence, the college-biſhops having no authority 

till after the corcordate, anno 1731, when they were 

acknowledged by the dioceſan bi and when in- 

deed ſome of themſelves, if not all, became diaceſans, 
| 48 


been at firſt irregular ; yet the legality thereof was at- 
terwards ackno wiedged and ratified, upon his election 
to the di arid of Fife by Biſhop Freebairn Primus, and 
mar Gillan, two college · biſhops; and there were at 
that time but three alive of that denomination. The 
deed of election which I have ſeen, bears date, July 10. 
1733- and a few days after, Biſhops Freebairn and 
Gillan wrote Mr Keith in theſe words, the of 
which is yet extant; R. Rev. Brother, We heartily 

the choice the presbyters of the diſtrict of 
Fife have made of you, and do hereby confirm you 
* biſhop of that diſtrict. And we pray, God may 
direct and aſſiſt you ia the management thereof. 
Gen at Edinburgh, July 17. 1733. Signed, Da- 
* vid Freebairn Primus, John Gillan biſhop.” This 
is ſo decifive in favours of Biſhop Keith, (the uſage- 
biſhops, as you may be certain, having concurred alſo 
in his ſettlement) that 1 ſhall add no more upon the 
As to your co 
that the Primus did not concur, nor convocate the mect- 
ing, the anſwer is obvious, that neither one nor other 
was neceflary. For as all things were to be done by 
the majority, according to the concordate, and there 
were but five biſhops then in Scotland, three of whom ' 
concurred in Biſhop White's coaſecratior, and again 
and again petitioned the Primus to call a meeting for his 
promotion, it clcarly follows, that fince he would not 
obey the orders of the majority, as bad been ſtipulated 
in the ſynod, December 1731, they had a right to 
meet without him, and to conſecrate biſhops, and ex- 
erciſe any other part of their facred function, not only 
without bis canfear, but — his proteſt. 


As 


( 34 ) 
As to your unworthy flings at Biſhop Rait; theſe 


being crambe reccela, I ſhall take ro notice cf, becauſe 
they were long ago anſwered. And what you have ma- 
y thrown out, againſt alterations in the liturgy. 
and canons making, is ſo weak as bardly to deſerve a 
ſerious reſutation. I ſhall however obſerve in 
with reſpect to the firſt, that if biſhops are the ſupreme 
governors of the church, as you e, their 
autheriry to regulate the form of public worſhip, which 
is not determined in holy ſcripture, muſt be indif putable. 
In the ancient church, we know, that for — bun- 
dred years there were, without any breach of commu- 
nion, almoſt as many 1 
in words, thcugh As ſame in ſubſtance) as there were 
dioceſes ; every biſhop making one for his own church. 
And as the epiſcopal power is not diminiſhed by length 
of time, all the biſhops in Scotland might in our days 
lawſilly do the fame, becauſe they are not tied down 
by any eſtabliſhed form. The 'ovly queſtion then is, 
Whether the alterations made in the Scots communion- 
office are agreeable to the rule of faith? It they are, 
and evidently for the better too, which co man of ſenſe 
Will deny, then the lawfulneſs, and even expediency of 
them is paſt diſpute. Iodeed the who have 
taken this trcuble, have bitherto done ſs well, that I 
am they have hot a little farther, and intro- 
cuced the conſccratioh-prayer with that glorious and 
ſublime thankſgiving to-God the Father, which gives 
the ancient hi I 
 fervcur of devotion. Ih the ancient Inurg 
Preſſions are at once fo nervous and fo glowing, that 
it is impoſſible to hear them read with any kind of 
reverence, without being inflamed with divine love, 
and rape, I may fay with St. Paul, into the third hea- 
VERS, Whereas the introduction to our conſecration- 
prayer is ſtill rather too abrupt: Beſides, we are hur- 


ried too ſoon eb ren 
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for want of thoſe fervent and divine acta of thankſgiv- 
ing, have not time to be ſufficiently y warmed, nor our 


igion. For which reaſon, if there be another 
edition of the Scots communion-office in my time, I ſhall 
uſe all my little intereſt (without being intimidared by 
ſuch firebrands as you are) to have the defects of it 

ſupplied, by a longer introductory thankſgiving, either 
| rey. And Iam 


? mes about the newer of m9 
canous,---Whatever privileges presbyters may enjoy in 
England by a particular conſtitucion, the inferior cler 
cannot plead the ſame in our church which has no 
eſtabliſiment, unleſs it can be proved, that presbyters 
by divine right are conſtituent members of every nati- 
oval council; which, as far as 1 know, has never yet 


eſtabliſhed, your 
INT 
becauſe you have no concern in the matter. 
have farther to add on this ſubject, is to bę- 
favour of all into whoſe hands this ſmall 
y fall, and to beg of them not te judge 
4-4 uy Aud their f piricu2] fathers, on account 
of the lit Irrer 
mong them. For, as religion is the belt thing-in the 
world. and moſt worth the contending for, it has gene- 
rally in all ages and in all countries, ghroogh 
miſtake, that diſpates about it have been managed with 
0 bearen 
28 ren 
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y is the place of perfect concord; and there- 

i pep 5 es that while we continue here 
0 will be always ſome 

in the beſt ſocieties. Even the 


of r 
e between St. Paul and Bar- 


great 
grace than falls to the ſhare of common 
Chriſtians, I fear, than is generally beſtowed on church- 


men now-a-days, were ſo milguided by their paſſions, and 


gare ſuch teſtimony of their inficmities, what wonder if : 


their ſucceſſors, is ner and tes ala, have 
ſometimes ſplit upon the fame rock? For my part, I think 
it no wonder; but I am forry that a clergyman ſhould, 
Ham like, take pleaſure in expoſing unneceſſarily the 
failings of biſhops, and even in falſely adding what they 
were never guilty of, when it was rather his duty, like 
Shem and Japher, to have covered their nakedneſa, had 


ſpcak againſt one fngle brother, and to flander one's own 
mother's fon, be that great crime which holy 
repreſents it, it muſt needs be a moſt enormous load of guile - 
to pour fo auch und: ſerved reproach aud obloquy upon 

2 whole national church, fathers and brethren at once, 
and before pardcn can be obtained, muſt require a very 
deep humiliation. For my part, I pity your ignorance, 
I defpiſe your calumny, and I pray God to forgive your 
fin for it is great. I conclude with beſeeching th Father 
of mercies, to ſtrengthen thoſe who as yet ftand i in his 
church; io raiſe up chem who have fallen from it; and 
finally, to bring into the way of tiu h you, and all who 
have erred and are — -I am, 


it been greater than it really was. Surely, if to fit and 


